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appealed to the Hoate to permit the debate to
go until the subject was disposed of. He j
t: ought a rote might be had to-morrow
tar r J r jr.

^ r. Pend'eton, of Ohio, spoke in favor of the
L *u -hate ol which Mr. Fanlkner, of Virginia,
t d p iven notice, to provide for a permanent
in. rea«e of the army. A careful examination
of the subject had convinced tim that such an ,
i -e«-«e W3e absolutely necessary.
O^r f- reign reiations were such as to require

a-, r create of the army. He believed it was
. to sow the seed of American institutions
( r. r&l America: that it was time to demand

to' S in indemnity for the past and security for
iture, awd in default to take from her that

'- vl, the possession of which had enabled her
lampfo upon the rights of oar citizens and
ul; our national flag ; and that it was time

> notify Great Britain and the world that
h neeforward American influence and policy
wn to be supreme on this continent. Mexico
had tailed unaided to attain the high deetiny to
winch she was entitled, and it would hereafter
J« the duty of this Government to respond to
h~r tali for aid. This line of policy should be
openly proclaimed and enforced, if need be, by
t..e persuasive tones of canoon, in the face of
.. e t cowls and frowns of interested and rival
nations. A 1 these things must be done at the
right time and in the right way, and they point
fed iq the necessity of an increase of the stand
inf army. He had no word to say against volnnieers;on the contrary, he believed volunteer
troops imparted vigor to regular troops, and re«;ivt-d discipline from them, so thai the two
c bined made the best army in the world.
B. they were suited only for temporary emerge.ci«* ; not for a permanent increase.
M Mirotail, of Kentucky, said it tbi* t>i l

failed, and the country should understar.d the
rfck'Ojs, he would be satisfied. He denied the
necessity of an increase of the regular army, and
teat the army was now over burdened with service.The Government was not under obligationsto protect emigrant routes ; if it were, en

immense army would be required. The pioneersof the Ohio and Mississippi valley* had
no scch protection; they relied only on their
wu capacity and valor. It wonld not be wise

or economics! to teach Americans to rely for
pi iteo ioa upon the army.
Had it cone to pass that Government derrauded u mere machines " for its military ser

Tire, and complained of the citizen soldiery,
tbat they were too intelligent and sympathized
too mnch with the people ? The volunteers
La i shown in Mexico that they were in no respectinferior to regular troops. Ths annals of
the Mexican war did not show an instance
wb.re the regulars recovered ground which volunteershad abandoned. It was citizen volun
t-ers Uiat had achieved many of the most brilliantvictories in our past history. He denied
that, under the same conditions, volunteers were
more sickly or more expensive than regulars,
and proceeded to argue that volunteers would
be the most efficient force that could be brought
into the field.

Mr. Bingham, of Ohio, was opposed both to
th" bill to raise volunteers and the substitute to
rai^e regulars. The army was already large
er ugk, the efficient force being fifteen thou-
en d. Three thousand troeps were kept in
Kansas and it* vicinity, where they were not
nq iirfd for any proper and legitimate purpose.
Lie had high authority for saying that, even if
hostilities stare to be prosecuted, the force aires"y in the held and on the way were amply
scfhvient. The force in and near Kansas,
ad d-d to Col. Johnson's column, would increase
i. to live thousand men.a force amply sufficient
to enter Salt Luke city against all opposition.
, Mr. Bryan, of Texas, showed the necessity cf
rait ug the regiment of voluuteers for Texas,
and 8r-oke of the murders and outrages recent\ycommitted by Indians on the Texas frontiers.

Mr. Gi'idings, of Ohio, thought it unnecessary
to send troops against the Indians. He had
some acquaintance w.th the Indian character,

» and be knew that if they were fed and well
used, lLty would never injure a white man.

Mr. Fumswcrtk, of Illinois, gave notice
cf au amendment providing that so much an

provides for a regiment in Texas shall not be
in force il that Sta'e gots ont of the Union, nor
so lung as it maintains an altitude of hostility
U>v.n:ds the General Government,

fci. Mr Savuge, ol Tennessee, obtained the floor;
vsL 1, at twenty minutes before leur o'clock,
the LIon st- adjourned,

77tursday, March 18, 1858.
j- :i*r.--r'*£'ii£&it*f T?BnTnr d the e eider,at' ;n of tl e ppecia! order, being the bill r the

a I in i a of the Suae of Kansas into the. L nion.
'! x be, o' Georgia. agrt-»-.l with Mr.

0: c < p, ttiii'- ibis wns not a sc< tiora! ques
t , but its importance wai such that many
p. ;.'r- m man/ ot the States considered it

!i uore than the Union itseif. It wai uvp
It t j d ny that the great shibboleth of the nppi.inn >o the Lecompton Constitution was
found in the cry of "no more slave S:*tes in

-i ji i* ler-cy.'' K-gardint! this as the real
(j. b in at t»-ue, he shonld proceed to inquire
wif er .. WHS a doctrine which could be adm'.id in auy considera'ion of constitutional
L^w. authority, or policy.
As a q nation of policy, this political dogma

wa> equally inexpedient. What more natural
or r, tbati that the people of the T -rrit^
ru~ in lortnin/their State Governments should

«
'

e determine for themselves wbeth
er they would nd^ pt or nject the institution of
H'n.ery? In the case ot Kansas, she had a

triple r'g'-t to admission.a right under the
treaty ot acquisition, under the organic act,
nr. j uc er i. o ConstitatioB cf the United
8 h e«. The Lecoinpton Constitution had been

v. t ; tx reme deliberation, regularity,an'' itjclty. Admitting as true all the allegatoi A £...ii 1 commiUed at the election on the
S .vtry a: icle, th^y did not affect the legal
adfiB of that clause and* of the whele instrument.
He held that the Territorial Legislature had

no mi' r au.hotiiy tosubmilthe Constitution
to a vote of the people after it had been framed
and adopted by the Convention acting as trieI oi i Vs representatives. He regretted tht'I Mr. Crittenden should have given the weightI of l.is great name to tie charge that the firstII ature of Kansas had been elected byIM ssourisns.
I lie d ffsred radically with Mr. Crittenden in
hia net < of the Missouri restriction and its rc
peal. I' njuiced that that odious staint« had

- bee:i «lUceJ. He was sure that Kentucky,
even though, as some of her sister States fear
ed, sue loved the Union not wisely, but too
well, would n .Ttr endune the bondage of its renewedimposition. But should that event oc
cur, it v.ou'd be Dot among the least of its ag!gravatfc>rs.hat her own cherished eon had conspiredtc effect the wrong.

Mr. Toombs closed his argument by paying
a wurm tribute to President Buchanan, Mr.
Secretary Cass, and such of the Northern
Democracy as now exhibit the same sublime
epectac'e of maintaining the constitutional
rights of the South against the advancing
strides of N.ithern fanaucism.

Mr. Crittenden replied to the strictures
of Mr. Toombs. He hoped he Bhould be
pardoned for regretting the repeal of the
Missouri Compromise, alter having learned for
more than thirty years to revere and honor it
us a great patriotic measure, which had brought
to tho whole country a revenue of peace and
good will.a richer revenue than any tariff
net cDuid ever bestow. He had no quarrel
with the Supreme Court. Hs recognised it as
th9 Seal arbiter in qoestious belonging to its
jurisdiction, but he could yield obedience to its

. .V» fxwa r»/\»n rm fka
Jill* Utftbr: wi xtuui wio^wiug wo iub^uicu buu

honest convictions of his reason and judgment.
He rcgrtt.ed that the subject cf Slavery was
made an incident of this debate. It really
formed no legitimate element of the Kansas
discussion, which be bad hoped would be conducedon high considerations of equality and
political justice. He was a Southern man, aud
always desired to see his section in the right
So feeling, he was cons'rained in the pending
issie to advise that which seemed to him right
as a true son of the South, and at the same

time as a loyal citizjn of the United States
He prayed that the South might ever bask in
toe eucshine of prosperity, asd that peace
m rbt re a;n and reign throughout all the land.
The concluding remarks of the venerable

Senator were greeted in the galleries with loud
applause, which, however, was soon represseu
in respec- for the rules of the Senate.

Mr. Bell, having obtained the door of the
Senate, at a brief period before the hour of re

cess, did not cenclade his speech on the Kanrao
question qniil 10 o'clock at night.
He woold not detract from the eloquent eu

jogiiim pronounced by Mr. Toombs on Mr
B ichanau and his Cabinet. They might be as

patriotic as they were represented; bnt when

4

intrepidity vu enumerated among their virtues^
he could not forbear to expnes his conviction
that the Administration, in so suddenly ehangitgits Kansas policy, had quailed and oowered
before just such men as Mr. Toombs and his
Southern coadjutors. At present, it seemed to

him that nothing more was at stake than the
triumph or defeat of party, and it was the Senator'szeal in behalf of a political victory which
caused him so greatly to exaggerate the pendingissue. We must consider what would satisfy
not merely a party, but the whole country. The
President, however, bases his recommendation
on the ground that Congress is bound to accept
the pending Constitution, as having been legally
framed in pursuance of the organic act, and
implies that its rejestion would be deemed an

outrage by the 8oathern States. It is argued
that CoDgress has no right to look behind the
face of the paper thus sanctioned by the forms
of law. Did the organic act authorise the formationof a State Constitution ? That it does,
tbe President says is too clear for argument.
That it does not, is admitted by Mr. Toombs,
who, while thns differing with the President on
a question of interpretation which the latter
pronounces self evident, does not scrapie to soromendthe logic of the President's Kansas messageas being unanswerable, and that, too, when
by his admission he takes away the very foundationof its argument. If the organic act did
not authorize the formation of this Constitution,
it results that the per ding question of its acceptanceremains entire'y open to the discretion
of Congress. So regarding it, be would enter
into an examination of the recorded evidence
by which he was bound to render jast judgment
in the premises.being free to accept or reject
he pending proposition, as circumstances and
ficts mi^ht determine.

Mr. Bell then proceeded to review with great
minuteness and accuracy the progress of politicalevents in Kansas, and tbe proceedings

rr-li \*A tri tka frtrmoh'nn nf tka T^nrtmnt/in
Constitu ion. Desiring to make a complete
and impartial record of the whole case, he challengedcontradiction of any statement which
other Senators might deem erroneous. In view
of all the facts, he said, at the close of his narrative,that he was driven to the irresistible
conclusion that the Lecompton Constitution did
not embody the will of the people, and that
Kansas should not be admittea under it.
Favor was invoked by some for the LecomptonConstitution, because it recognised Slavery.

There was no hope of making Kan-as a slave
State, yet the view was held op to the South.
The Pro-Slavery leaders of the Territory had
abandoned that idea more than a year ago. He
read from letters of Dr. Stringfellow, Dr. Tebba
Qen. Whitfield, Judge Elmore, and others, in
confirmation of this statement. It is only Fed
eral officials, like Calhoon, Henderson, McLean,
and others, who now seem to encourage this
expectation.

Bnt it is said that the admission of Kansas
will u localize" the Slavery agitation. The
idea was not a novel one. It was said that the
Kansas Nebraska bill wonld acccomplish this
object. Had it done so? And what assurance
had we that this latter hope would not prove as

illusory as the former? Free-Soilism had grown
and thriven on the food furnished by that measure.Indeed, the Republican party had suddenlybecome the favorites of the Democracy,
and it now was songfat to assare their success

by passing this new measure. On the other
hand, did Southern men seek a pretext for disunionagitation? Then, as he thought, they
might prudently await a better issue than wonld
be furnished by either the passage or rejection
of this bill.

Mr. Bell next reviewed the dogma that a
Constitution may be changed by the people at
'.heir will, in spite of the provisions contained in
,ts body. This was a most dangerous and disorganizingtheory, and he was surprised that
one usually so conservative as Mr. Hunter had,
in this case, given in his adhesion to it.
The speaker then criticised briefly the recent

speech of Mr. Seward, and closed his aagnment
by an invocation for that political repose which
the country so much needed. Unless conservativeand patriotic men of both sections should
combine to calm the agitation, he feared onr
brave ship of State was drifting towards the
breakers.

Mr. Foster then obtained the floor, and the
Senate adjourned.

HOUSK.
The army bill was taken up as the regular

order.
Mr. Savage, of Tennessee, advocated the

JiUl rmortad baJhs mm iiiy. i Itr"
press was responsible for furnishing a different
kind of force than that which the Administra
tion bad asked foi, but be was willing to take
Lis ebare of that responsibility.

Mr. Marshall, of Kentucky, said, he was pre
pared, upon his Congressional responsibility,
t) vute to recall the regulars and send volunteersin their places. It was a usurpation of
rower for the President to send the army to
Utah while Congress was in session.

Mr. Washburn, of Maine, contended that
there was now no legal authority for the employmentof any force whatever in Utah, and
suggested amendments authorizing the Presidentto use the army and the volunteers to be
raised for the purpose of quelling disturbances
in Utah.

Mr. Giddioga, of Ohio, urged that no army
ought to be sent against the Mormons nntil
polygamy.the " twin relic of barbarism ".
had oeen prohibited by act of Congress.

Mr. Fanikner, of Virginia, offered his sabsti
tuts for the fonrth, fifth, and sixth sections of
the bill, providing for raising additional regi
aieiitk of the regular army.
Mr. Blair, of Missouri, desired to know wheth

cr the Government was prepared to exercise a
wholesome control over Utah, or whether that
p-ople was to be allowed to run riot yet longer
in the exercise of the privileges of 44 squatter
sovereignty." The Mormons had instituted a
h'ockade of the route from the Mississippi val
ley to the Pacific ocean, and hnrled defiance at
the Executive ; and it was high time thev were

, o J

mbdn«»d. He quoted from the laws of the TerritorialLegisla'ure, to show their nojust and
tyrannical character, and recounted the out-ngeewhich they had committed upon Gentiles
n-n->'>£ them. The people of the Northwest
< all not looser permit these things to go on.
Thty had friends yet among the Mormons to
be rescued, and they were determined that the
Croat route of emigration should not continue
to be b'ocked up. He denied that the presentforce was at all adequate ; a small force would
be only an invitation to resistance, but a larpeforce would put down the rebellion without
bloodshed. He did not think the army would
be employed against Kansas. If the President
had resolved upon that course, a few thousand
troops more or less would make no material
difference. But the President, in his opinion,bad learned a lesson already which would lead
him to respect more the opinions and the lib
erties of the people. If anything should befall
the gallant little army now in Utah, the Presidentought to have power to send volunteers to
their aid. The President was responsible fcr
their jndicions employment, as he was for de-
taioiDg me troops too long m ft.ansa* last mm
mer. He believed the President had power to
send troops to the Territories, and hoped that
this business would strike a fatal blow at the
heresy of "squatter sovereignty." He believed
in popular sovereignty, but it was the sovereigntyof the whole people over their property
in the Territories. It was cowardly to surrenderthe right and duty of governing the
Territories into the hands of a few accidental
squatters; and he was in favor of a lasr givingthe Governor and Judges of Utah legislative
power.

Mr. Quitman called for the previous question; which was seconded, 70 to 48, and the
main question was ordered to be put.

^

Mr. Q. then closed the debate on the bill.
No man could doubt the necessity of protectingthe United States civil officers in Utah, and it
was the duty of the President to station troopsthere for that purpose. There was no designof making war upon the Mormons, nor of interferingwith their religion ; the force was onlyto protect the civil officers in their peaceful errandof enforcing the law.
He admitted that the troops might properlyb8 withdrawn from Kansas. The mistake of

the Administration was in giving the civil governmentof Kansas discretionary power to retainthe troops there. That had caused the
partial failure of the Utah expedition of last
summer. He thought it was more necessary
to have a large force in Kansas. The senti
raent cf the country was decidedly adverse to
a permanent increase of the army, and tha:
was not to be thought of.

It was their duty to authorize the raising of
the force, and if the Administration refasea to
employ the troops raised, the responsibility
would rest there. In less than forty days from
the passage of his bill, the volunteers would be

t*
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THE N ATIC
r*..=ready to take the field. F fe or ?ix re imenta a

had already been offered to the rreside it. ^
At fifteen minutes befgre fout o'ck jk, the a

House adjourned.
Friday, March'19, WZ.

'

SENATI:. i,
Kansas..Mr. Wilson m »ved that tht Senate t

proceed to the consideration of the bil for the r
admission of Hhe State t f Kansas i to the
Union; which was a^reed^o. ^a

Mr. Foster, of Conneefcsnt, would ;qmre, a

first: Is this Constitution i he work of : >e peo- S
pie, embodying their will* Second:- /ill it, h
if Kansas be admitted and. r it, barmon1 /e with £
the principles oa which i tar tiwwsi jeat is I
founded? To both of tht le inquiries hewn* I
constrained, after a carefhj inquiry, to /ply in 8
the negative. »

Under the first head, he trgued to stl »w that t
the Lecompton Constitution had no ending S
obligation on Congress, aa<' recited the rarious 1
evidence* which compelled the belief that it
was not the work of the people, or an-ViP1*6"'
sion of their will. Under >he second E^ad, he
reviewed that provision of t te instrument which
forbids free negroes to live in the 8tate - £ Kansasunder any circamatat oes, and ch «d the
Missonri controversy as h .ving finally turned
on precisely this question,. shich, if ine>ortant
in 1820, was equally isnpot tant now.
He next considered the; senses by y?fiicb it

>s sought to justify the pee ling measure. He
criticised Mr. Pugh's am« ndment, whfch he
thought involved an nnwar antable attempt on

?,he part of Congress to co* strne the 0<pstitu;ionof Kansas, and dosed ! yaffirming fiat his
opposition to the Lecomp{ »n Constitute m was
based on considerations w rich lay out tide of
Slavery, thongh he deemed it just to t #y that
he would never vote to ad nit a slave olding
State lying north of the If issouri com j fomise
line.

Mr- Clay, of Alabama, in an elabarat argn-
'

ment, vindicated the right of Slaver] under
the Constitution of the U oted States^ This
he thought especially incnMbent on hi-i at a

time when Alabama, by the inanimoas (ysolves
of her Legislature, had take i a definite position
in case the pending measu e should b» rejected.He thought it vain to <{ iaguise the (Hct that
m^VAPr vm tka PAal ankiAA mAftAp of t> m nfftA- t

ect controversy. Disorder* in Utah a»J gross
irregularities in Minnesota distort) not ^be nationalrepose, because Slav< ry is not indicatedin them. But informalities in Kansas ^ecame
topics of national debate, be «use it is s&aght in
their name to compass the » efeat of the South.
He criticised, in detail, tH principle* of the

Republican party, with th view of showing
their antagonism to the righ I guarantiee to the
South by the Constitution o the United States.
He believed that the preva ence of tha party
was fraught with terrible ci 'amities to J is section.calamities,however, which the Sooth
would deserve to endure if a is did not pr. mptly
resent insult and repel aggr. ssion. At t |6 risk
of provoking ridicule, he wo ;ld read thefcplemn
resolutions of the Legislatn;) of his StatA He
was not one of those who addicted lo tingingpaan s in praise of th.' Union, l^is first
and paramount allegiance a ts due to Alabama.
The Union as conceived bj the fathers he reveredand loved, but union u der a violated Constitutionbe abhorred, and rould break if his
power were equal to bis wU .

After the 8enator had cot eluded his i peech,Mr. Bell and Mr. Houston , ailed his amotion
to some remarks which migtt potkibly S© construedto refiect upon the arse tSey h^d pnrBuedin the pending controv ry. Mr. Clay disclaimedany intention to in peacb the motivesof either, though regrettiu that theif views
had not been coincident wit > his rwn.

Mr. Durkee, of Wisconsfti, sai'l that he- intendedto make a speech, b t, his healtj being
poor, he wonld get his coll ague to rea l it for
him. He took strong grot) ad against he LecomptonConstitution, and »'iterated th argu-
ments generally urged on tfc U. aide. For! -e that
creature of frauds, forgery and spuri .us returns,npon Kansas, he sai , and no m. ,n can
foretell the results. In ado )ting the L comptonConstitution, we aband on* the ball H bcx,
and resort to the principle of tyrants, tba. might
makes right. If the peopl* of the Not h submitto such outrages, Mr. H unmoed wi i right
in saying they were slaves. . ^

HOUSE 5* >

The Army Bill..The Spt iker \id t(yj businessfirst in order was the till tC raise a regimentof mounted voluntee: i for* Texas, and
_tQJi'Ub orixe J he. flswJiSW 8 r tP9 Tmr>gT regi
1

ments of volunteers, upon wt ich tf t mai® questionhad been ordered.
The amendment offered k y Mr. Qaittran, of

Mississippi, providing for sut ^eonr. was ,-^reed
to.
The yeas and nays wer s ord red r o the

amendment offered by Mr, Paul! oer, d Virginia,to strike out so moi h as provides for
volunteers, and insert instej I a jrovis(_o for
organizing one regiment of drag< ons ana two
of infantry for the regular a« vice.
The amendment was rejeu ed. eas 45, nays

143."
The question recurred on ^ ie en, rossment of

the bill, and it was ordered t: be ei grossed and
read a third time.yeas 128, lays 4.

Mr. Quitman then deman ted tae previous
question on the passage of t is bil, which was

seconded, and under ^ts ope ation the bUl was

passed.yeas 124, nays 72.
Mr. DaviB, of Indiana, mo ed tl at when the

House adjourn, it b» to meet on Monday,
The motion was disagreed to.J eas 67, nays

125. 1

The. Deficiency Bill .The Houtfe according-
ly went into Committee of th Whole, (Mr. Bocock,of Virginia, in the chi r,) and tock up
the bill to supply deficieuciev In the app^ppria
tions for the service of the seal year fading
June 30, 1858. 7 \

Mr. Letcher, of Virginia, tplained the severalitems of appropriation in the bil^ and
urged the necessity aud pn >riety of i** passage.

Mr. Montgomery, of Penn ylvania, said he
desired to defend the right of he white man to
self-government. The quest )n of the rights
of the negro had been ami 7 discussed, bnt
never before had the questio of the rights of
the white man to govern him, elf been brought
fairly before Congress. Du ^1*® it as they
might, the question before t em was whether
they should or should not cot pel the people of
Kansas to submit to a Consti ition whiclfc they
had repudiated. I
On the authoritv of Calhnn ; and WphKt*r h»

defined a Constitution to be i compact, a pedesof contract, and no c> otract waa ev«r
binding, after it waa framed j agent#, until it
bad been approved by their principals. The
people of Kansas were to or (tract, each with
all the others, by tbeir agents lesembled ae del-
egates in Convention, and t e contract they 1

drew up was not binding unl 1 ratified by the
people of Kansas, the contr* tors themselves.

Mr. Reagan, of Texas, v \s satisfied that ]there had been great irregul rities in Ka. sas,but the result of tbeir labors"^*as before ' 4em
in the form of a republican constitution, and
he waa in favor of its adoptio . T-iere wr % an
important issue now tenden 1 to the & >uth.
The Northern States were a< uatel by j^inci-pies violative of the Constitnt on, rtvolultooaryin their character, and subvei five cf the amal-
ily of the States.
The issue was raised of 4 no more i laveStates;" and it became Sout} srn gintiem p to

meet the issue promptly. N rthera men onlyrepresented their constituent in reviling' the
Sooth, and he had no doubt hat 186( the
rtepuDiican party would elec ther Presi lent.
He quoted the resolutions of he T«xas I
lature, denying that they w re ^ fiant; fchey
were only precautionary. K .nsaj, was 1 jt a
pretext; wnether admitted o: rejected, th^. elementsof Anti-Slavery agitata u wc,4ld regain.He had lost all faith in " inaliries." The
South was becoming more at i mo,e ina»fure.
The fugitive slave law was lot ghnera^y enforced.Southern men wei i ex'Juded with
their property from the Te ritori ss, arif the
doctrine of "no more slave 8 atea'was o.oenlyavowed. In view of all this and t o the prospectof the success of the sec ional Repu^Jican
party, he thought the precau» onarf resolutions
of Texas were justifiable, an trussed th» she
would not recede from the oositfan she had
taken.

At half past five o'clock the Honae adjourned.
Saturday, March \ 1, 18^8.

SENATE. w

Admission of Kansas..T, e 8etfkte ree tmed
the considesation of the bill br tho adm jsion
of thq State of Kansas into t « Un^on.

Mr. Foot earnestly protest* 1 against tl i LecomptonConstitution, the cj <ature, he at d, of
a long series of frauds, outi »ges, and or mitigatedrascality. It was a q iettion risia far

)NAL ERA: WASH?
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,bove party, one in which he was wilhg to
trike hands with conservative, honorabl men
fall parties, both North and Sooth.
Referring to the Lecompton Constitute), he

aid the Administration was forcing thepeastrein defiance of the opinion of the oontry,
n spite of the warnings of the great My of
he Democracy of the North, and ia a spit of
eckleesnees that most prove fatal to itsel
lie denied was we parnee in A.ausa4rere

actional, the Free 8late party conning
aany members from the Sooth, while thdProJlaveryparty, he wae ashamed to eonfeeeaom>eredmany adherents from the Nortl the
reat Border Ruffian leader himself bein^rom
lasaachoaetta. Tea, the very worst cUs of
lorder Ruffians in Kansas were from th» free
Itates.
He was sorry that truth and justice retired

he admission; but it was no new thin, for
Slavery had always done its dirty work though
Northern men. Of the members of the Free
State Legislature of Kansas, four were fc-om
Virginia alone, while only five were frot all
he New England States. This and siiilar
acts, he contended, famished sufficient aqwer
o the assertion concerning Northern Abotion
(migration to Kansas. He fortified this >osiionwith farther illustrations.
The solemn pledges which at one timi inpiredhope in the breasts of freemen had teen

namelessly violated by the rekindling o. the
lames of a fiercer strife. Mr. Foot thenparatedthe events in Kansas, including the r$venentfor the formation of the Topeka Conaitnion.The men who formed that Constituion,
te said, were denounced by the Presides as
ebels.
Rebels, are they? It was rebels suci as

hese who established our independence, (t is
irom the efforts of rebels, such as these, bathe nations of the Old World are yet to mite
rom their long polar night of deapottm.
Fhese men are rebels, the President tails as,
rhile forgers, throwers of sparioas ballots, be.,
ire law-and-order men.
Mr. Foot next referred to the LecomponConstitution, combatting the President's agunentas to its legality, and denying that the

Slavery question had ever been submitted.
Mr. Simmons desired to show that this <Sffiralty,which had so longabsorbed so much oflhe

>ublic attention, might have a peaceful solution:
ind, in order to attain that object, we had enly
,o do right and act fairly towards all partes.The Senators on the other side seemed to
hink that the people have only a right to be
veil governed; they had not yet reached hat
lublimer doctrine which teaches that they have
i right to govern themselves.

Mr. Bright addressed the Senate. No
>ne questions the fact that the Leoompton
Constitution is repnblican in its form, and
he only objection which is nrged against it is
n reference- to the question of Slaverj, with
vhich we have nothing to do.

It was sufficient, however, to reply to those
vho object to the provisions of this Ccnstitu;ion,that the speediest and surest way to settle
he matter would be to admit Kansas as a

State, and then leave the people to alter or

:hange their Constitution at any time and in
my mode they please; since they would then
save sovereign power to adjust their own affairs
vithout interference from any quarter. Once
admitted into the Union, the contest would
lose its national character.a thing to be desired
5y every conservative man and every lover of hie
country. On the other hand, to refuse her ad
mission nnder this Constitution, wonld be tc
set up oar will in opposition to theirs.to de
clare, that unless they make a Constitution
uot to suit themselves, but to suit Congress, thej
shall not be admitted. Wonld that be to ad mil
Kansas on an eqnal footing with the origina
States ? Would it not rather be to affix a brace
of inferiority on that young State ? Would i
not be intervention of the most offenaivt
character ?

Mr. Toombs suggested that as the Senate wa
pretty fall, [laughter,] they had better take i
vote at once on the interesting question befon
them. He presumed that almost all who desire<
to speak on the subject had had an opportunity
to do so, and some had spoken two or threi
times. According to the original idea, it wai

Sunday as soon as the sun went down on Sat
urday night, and he, for one, had conscientioui
scruples against staying here. [Renewe<
laughter.] He hoped, therefore, that he shoul<
be backed up by gentlemen from the land o

steady habits. We ought not to be here. Let us

Skip, HfcS E>."wfr'»e»L*sasvj .rmlfl iffffg tfffgdT<
church, and trust in Providence to make al
these things come out right in Kansas.

Mr. Brown complained that, in a forme
speech of Mr. Wilson, garbled quotations ha<
been -made from a speech which he (Mr. B
delivered in 1850, to show that he was a disunion
ist. This did him injustice, and he disclaimet
such sentiments.

Mr. Wilson thought the extracts, which wen
all from different parts of the speech, did no
misrepresent the Senator's meaning.

Mr. Wilson addressed the Senate at somi
length iu reference to Kansas matters generallyand the speech of Mr. Hammond in particular
He thought that speech contained nothing new
for the same doctrines had been advacce<
many years ago by Calhoun, McDuffie, ar,c
other eminent South Carolina statesmen. Tha
State had always taken the lead in efforts U
extend and perpetuate Slavery. As Mr. Ham
mood had compared the relative stength of th<
North and the South, Mr. W. cited varioui
authorities to show how Freedom had workec
in one section of the Union, and how Slaver]bad worked in the other. He said that twc
hundred years ago the soil of Virginia wai
rich and tertile, and New England barren anc
sterile. At the present day, most of the soil o
Virginia has been sxhanated. while th» farm.
uf New England are fruitful and productiveMr. W. continued his remark* until nearly 1(
u'clock, P. M.
Mr. Stuart obtained the floor, and, on motioi

by Mr. Green, the Senate adjourned until 1<
o clock on Monday morning, when the Kansai
bill come* up as the special order.

HOUSE.
The House went into Committee of the Wholt

on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bccock, of Vir
ginia, in the chair,) and resumed the considers
Lion of the bill to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal yeaiending June 30, 1858.

Mr. Farnsworth, of Illinois, opposed the ex
tension of Slavery by the admission of Kansai
under the Lecompton Constitution, because ii
was contrary to the genius of our institutions
its exhibited in the history of our Government
Mr. F. occupied hia full time in reading hit
speech, covering the entire ground heretofore
held by hia Republican coadjutors. They would
not admit Kansas into the Union, if they de
itroyed a hundred Unions. They were not all
scared about a dissolution of the Union, and
wished to test its strength. In the South theyraised hemp, an excellent article, and thers
was a theory that every locality raised a vegstablepanacea for its diseases.
Mr. Maynard, of Tennessee, intended to haw

cast his vote, and leave it on the record to vindicateitself, but reasons of a personal nature
induced him to state the reasons by which aud
the principles upon which he should vote foi
the admisaion ot Kansas coder the LeoomptonConstitution; and it might be well enoagh to
iiate that, after a discussion of three months,he had aeen and heard oo sufficient reason whyhe should not thus vote.

Mr. Waldron, of Michigan, read a long speechin opposition to the admission of Kansas under
the Leoompton Constitution, and in opposition
to the extension of Slavery. In the formation
of the Constitution, there had been a shameless
disregard of appearances and a violation o1
popular rights, followed up by a perversion ol
&cts and a subversion of the truth. He contendedthat it was not expressive of the senti
meats of the people, was nnrsed in frand and
violative of justice and good faith. It made
Slavery perpetual, and there was no mode bjwhich the people could free themselves.

Mr. Barksdale, of Mississippi, said that on
the 3d of February the President had trans
mitted to Congress the Constitution formed bjKansas, with her application for admission, and
a message marked by extraordinary abilityurging her admission. In alluding to the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act and the or
ganization of the Territory, he said that before
that bill passed, after it became evident that i
would puss, an organization was gotten np ii
the State of Massachusetts, with a capitaamounting to $3,000,000, for the purpose o
ending emigrants into that Territory, with i
view of shaping its institutions and defeatingthe objects of the bill.

Mr. Dawes, of Massachusetts, denied the
there were such societies in Massachusetts.

Mr. Barksdale desired to ask the gentlema:from Indiana, [Mr. Colfax,] if all the people c
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Kansas desired admission with a Pro-Slavery
Constitution, whether he woald vote for her ad-
mission?

Mr. Colfax said he intended to answer every
point if he obtained the floor.

Mr. Barksdale replied, that he did not know
that he woald be here, and woald like to have
the answer now. He woald repeat the question,
and desired an answer.

Mr. Giddings said he would never vote to
make Ohio associate with another slave State.

Mr. Barksdale inqnired if that was the sentimentof his party.
Mr. Giddings replied, that he spoke for the

humane and Christian part of mankindgenerally.[Laughter.]
Mr. Barksdale. The Black Republican mankind.I have no dnnht von An The* tract erronnd

of opposition was that the Constitution tolerated
Slavery.

Mr. Stanton, of Ohio, said, so far as he knew,
no Republican member would rote for the admissionof a slave State north of 36° 3<K.

Mr. Keiit. Will they vote for a slave State
south of it?

Mr. Stanton. A good many of them will.
Mr. Colfax, in reply to the question of Mr.

Barksdale, said he would not vote for the admissionof Kansas, if all her people desired it.
When the Missonri Compromise was repealed,
he declared then, and he should maintain it
now, that by no vote of his would he sanction
the result sought to be carried oat by that repeal.
He then read a speech to show that the Constiwasnot republican in its form, and did not speak
the will of the people of Kansas.

Mr. Adrain. of New Jersey, said he shonld
vote against the Lecompton Constitution becauseit did not express the will of the people.
If he did not do to, he coold not return to his
constituents, for he had advocated the doctrine
of snbmis-ion before them at the recent election.
He should be a degenerate son of a revolutionaryfather, if he shonld vote to deprive the peopleof Kansas of the same rights for which the
revolutionary fathers had fought and bled.

Mr. Searing, of New York reviewed the positionof Kansas prior and np to the time she
became a Territory, and then speaking of the
Lecomptoo Constitution, taw no other way of
action bat to admit Kansas under it, and enrol
her as a State. If they could dictate how the
people should form their Constitution, they
could dictate what the provisions of that Con(titutionshould be.

Mr. Wright, of Tennessee, replied to the remarkof Mr. English, who said that of the Democratsfrom the Northern States who voted for
the Kansas-Nebraska bill, but three remained
here as members of Congress. That was but
one side of the picture, and he desired to call
attention to the other side. Where were all
those Democrats from the Northern States who
vcted against that measure of justice? It was
true that many of them were returned, and
some of them were members to-day, but his
friend knew that most, if not all of them, had
gone into the ranks of the Black Republican
party, aad were to-day helping to swell the nam
ber of those making an unnecessary war upon
the constitutional rights of one portion of the
Confederacy.

Mr. Morse, of New York, read a long speechin opposition to the admission of Kansas under
the Lecompton Constitution. He contended
that the purpose of the emigrants to Kansas
was not to rescue it from the South, but to save
it for mankind.

Mr. Smith, of Illinois, earnestly protested
» against the attempt to set up the issue that

Slavery or Anti-Slavery was the question. The
, only question which they wished to determine
r was, whether the Lecompton Constitution extpressed the views and wishes of the majority of
I the bona fide settlers of Kansas. That was the
I only question upon which the late Presidential
t election turned.the right of the people to de»termine their own institutions, unbiased and

unaided. The Lecompton Constitution was not
s only obnoxious to the people of Kansas, but to
i the people of the whole country. To show this,
* he would quote from some of the prominent
1 public journals, North and South, and from
j some of the prominent Democratic statesmen,
e whose eminent public services had proved for
s them the admiration and confidence of the

Union.
i Mr. Garcett, of Virginia, obtained the floor;
] and it being a quarter past 9 o'clock, P. M , and
1 but twenty five members present, gave way to a
f motion that the Committee rise; which motion
i prevailed.

.

> journedTtili Monday next.
1
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Monday, March 22, 1868.
T SENATE.

Mr. Stuart, of Michigan, reaffirmed ^lis oppo)sition to the admission of Kansas under the
j Lecompton Constitution.an opposition which1 he based'singly and solely on the fact that that

instrument was a trick and a fraud practiced? upon the people of the Territory. The questionof Slavery formed no element whatever in determininghis decision.
B Mr. S. then reviewed the recent course of po»litioal events in Kansas, and defended the le

gality of the election held on the 4th of Janu
ary, under authority of the Territorial Legisla^ture, submitting the whole Constitution to a1 popular vote- To the declaration of the Prest ident, that Kansas is now " as much a slave> State as South Carolina and Georgia," he repliedby adducing the fact that it was now govJ eraed by Territorial laws, and presided over1 by officials who held their appointment from' the Federal Government. Are these the marks' of a State f

» The speaker then adverted to the conduct of1 John Calhoun, the President of the Lecompton' Convention, who, as Acting Governor Denver1 states under oath, had aaid that he intended to
canvass votes and count returns of the lateelections op to the day that Congress shall) have dually disposed of the pending question,and that, too, in the face of the Lecompton1 Constitution itself, which, by its schedule, or)dams that all returns shall be made within1 eight days after the election. How had this
man executed his trust ? In a way which not
only inspired suspicion, but compelled con)tempt by its transparent baseness. He had
never believed that this gigantic fraud could be
successfully carried out, and he now rejoicedto know that the defeat of the Lecompton ConrBtitution was assured.

Mr. Bayard, of Delaware, feeling it his dutyto assign the reasons which would control his
i vote, proceeded to argue in favor of admitting
t Kansas into the Union under the Lecompton
I Constitution.

In regard to the question of submitting Conisitutions to a popular vote, he approved the.li ' i ...
n.BMvuA hum (win;; ui iuo general principle.Bat, as tbe people cannot vote on every provis.ion of a Constitution in detail, he held it wise

[ in the present case to submit the tingle questionin controversy.the question of 8lavery.And this Constitution, even as adopted, merelytolerates (not establishes) Slavery.leaving it
in the power of tbe Legislature to abolish the
institution at trill, on compensation paid to the
present owners.

Mr. Bayard next criticised at great lengthtbe Topeka Constitution, with the view of show*
ing that it was revolutionary or rebellions in
its origin and purport. Examining the effect
of the vote taken on the Constitution by an,thority of the Legislature, he held it null and
void in point of law; and its effect, moreover,
was rebutted by the fact that on the same day,in the election for State officers, twelve thousandvotes were cast which recognised the Leconptoninstrument.being two thousand more
thin purport to have been thrown against it.

The instant admission of K*»«v would lo,caize the agitation of Slavery, while her rejec
f tiot would create the impression in the Southfera States.an impression, however, in which

he lid not share.that she was rejected simply
. because her Constitution tolerated Slavery, and
[ because a dominant majority in Congress was
, almdy pledged to resist the future admission
, of any more slave States.

Sr. Broderick, of California, spoke in oppolsitian to the admission of under the
Lesompton Constitution,

r Referring to the passage of the Kansss-NeIbratka bill, he argued to show that it was a
, metaure which oould not hot enore to the

benefit of the free States.opening as it did all
the Territories of the Union to the competition

s of freedom and Slavery, a competition which
t the, latter was nneqoal to wage. In reply to
i Mr.Hammond, he asserted that Gold, sot Cot1ton, was King, and that California producedf the "ormer to an amount sufficient to buy half
i the whole crop of the latter. He hoped the
I tim would soon come when such speeehes as

tha i of Mr. Hammond, in disparagement of
t the laboring classes, would rouse the working

met of the whole country, not excepting South
q Car tlina, to a sense of thair rights and dignity.>f' & discussing the pending bill, he character-
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iced the Lecoraptoo Constitution aa the reeolt
of trickery and fraad. He held the President
responsible for the mischiefs which might accruefrom this measure; and, as to reading him
and his coadj atora out of the Democratic party,
it yet remained to be seen whether the Administrationwould not sooner find itself in that
predicament.
At this stage of the diaeussion, the Senate

took a recess till seren o'clock, at which hoar
it was announced that Mr. Douglas would have
the floor. On repairing to the Capitol at the
appointed hour, we found so dense a crowd
thronging all the avenues and galleries leading
to the Senate Chamber, that H www impossible
to procure entrance, and for thse reason we are

nnable to present our nsnal synopsis of the
speeches mads or proceedings had daring the
evening session.

HOUSE
Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, introduced a resolutionthat John W. Wolcott, the refractory

witness in ths matter of Lawrence, 8tone, k
Co., be released, aad turned over for trial to the
authorities of this District; which, after some

discussion, and ths rejection of substitutes, was

Adopted.yeaa 124, nays 6T.
Mr. Seward, of Georgia, from the select committeeappointed on that subject, reported

against farther action in the case of 0. B. Matteson,of New York. Mr. Cnrtia, of Iowa,
made a minority report, and the subject was

postponed until Saturday.
The House then went into Committee on the

deficiency bill.
Mr. Garaett, of Virginia, remarked that three

States.Minnesota, Oregon, and Kansas.were
now seeking admission into the Union. Not a
word of objection was heard against any bnt
Kansas, and it was clear that the only real ob
j action to that was that its Constitution recognisedSlavery. No human power could take
from the owners of slaves now in Kansas the
right to their property. Slavery was not local.
The right of the African to his freedom dependedentirely upon local law. His natural
condition was, and always had been, that of
servitude. The lighter-colored race always
subjected the darker. Northern Democrats
were afraid of Anti-Slavery sentiment at home,
and their opposition arose from that fear, rather
than from any regard for popular sovereignty.
The issue really was, whether another slave
State should ever be admitted; and upon that
issue hung the most momentous consequences.
They demanded the admission of Kansas as a

crowning act of jostioe to the South. They
were attached to the Union, but they would
not hubmit to dishonor and degradation.

Mr. Bishop, of Connecticut, charged the antiLecomptonDemocrats with being actuated by
fears of their constituents, and thanked God
that there were Northern Democrats who could
do their duty without fear of political graves or

political crucifixion. [Applause.] The Democracyof Illinois should not make charges
against the Democracy of Connecticut, at least
till Illinois had paid the interest of the debt she
owed to Connecticut. [Renewed applause, in
which the spectators in the gallery participated.]

Kansas would be a slave State only for a brief
period. The law of nature.of climate, production,and soil.would forbid it. The Sooth
wonld get the legal, the North the naked substance.If the Smith was satisfied with the shell,
the North ought to be satisfied with the oyster,
He held that the Legislature of Kansas could
by law, without any alteration of the Constitution,utterly abolish Slavery within six weeks
after admission, by providing for the purchase
of the one or two hundred slaves now in the
Territory, and then prohibiting the introduction
of others.

Mr. Pottle, of New York, spoke in opposition
to the Lecompton Constitution. He thought
the agitation of the 81avery question was not
likely to stop with either the admission or the
rejection of Kansas. It was the old struggle
between Freedom and Slavery, between libertj
and despotism, which had Helen going on from
the earliest history. If the Union were dissolved
to-day, it would go on and wax fiercer. It vai
for the South to say whether the struggle should
go on peacefully or otherwise. He would
pose Slavery as a political and moral evil when
ever he had a right, but would not assail one
constitutional right or guarantee which State
sovereignty threw around that institution.

Mr. Morris, of Illinois, replied to some of th<
remarks of Mr. Bishop, of Connecticut, denoupc

ILA.f UWU' UWJD UII

MMldflfl WKer'pecuniary obligations as a base
slander. Illinois had been faithful to every ob
ligation, pecuniary or political. 8he had nevei
voted for other than a Democratic President
conld the gentleman say as mach of Con
necticut? The support of Democratic men and
measures was like angel's visits. He referred
to the Hartford Convention and other matters
in the history of Connecticnt, which fonnd no
parallel in the history of his own State. Qe
reviewed Mr. Bishop's argument in favor of Le
compton, saying that he had effectually demolishedthe Dred Scott decision, and that Sonthernmen had no reason to congratulate themselveson account of his speech.

Mr. Abbott, of Maine, denounced the President'sLecompton message, the multiplicity of
its falsehoods, and its wanton perversions of
history. He believed that no Government could
ever be put in operation in Kansas under the
Lecompton Constitution; that the attempt would
lead to revolution; but nevertheless he predictedthat John Calhoun would declare a ProSlaveryLegislature elected, which would assemblein some private place, and elect him to
the United States Senate.

Mr. Kellcgg, of Illinois, spoke in opposition
to the admission of Kansas, aud had not finished
when the Committee rose.

And, at half past six o'clock, the House adjourned.
r

For the NaUonal Era.

THE 80DA SPRINGS, UTAH TERRITORY.

As the traveller descends the valley of Bear
river, which at this point is some three or

four miles wide, he sees, at the distance of a

mile or two ahead, two white or ash colored
monnds, perhaps 25 or 30 feet in height, by one
hundred feet in diameter at the base. From
the top of these mounds issue the celebrated
" Soda Springs." The mounds have unquestionablybeen formed by the action of the water,
which escapes from the surface with a hissing
noise, reminding one of the hissing from the
boilers of a steamboat. Immediately around
the orifice from which the water issues, is formeda rim, or basin, rising some eighteen inches
or two feet in height, and about the same in
diameter, looking something like a flour barrelin the distance.
The water is slightly warm, and strongly impregnatedwith mineral substances.so much so,

that it is said to effervesce when mingled with
acid. The streams are strong.running down
in bold, clear rivulets. In the immediate vicinityof theae, are many more springe, of almost
every variety of taste and type of mineral sabstances,and of greater or less magnitude in
the quantity of voter discharged.

Advancing on the emigrant road, at the distanceof three-fourths of a mile, the traveller
crosses a clear, bold mountain stream of fresh
water, perhaps five feet wide and six inches
deep. After crossing this, numerous mineral
springs are passed, both on the right and the left.
A half utile further on, at the distance of two
hundred yards to the left of the road, on the
bank of the Bear river, is the noted u SteamboatSpring," so called from the noise it prodaces.The water is thrown from the surface
of a fiat-topped rock into the air some three feetThejet is of the thickness of a man's arm, or
some three inches in diameter. The water is
mineral, and of the the temperature of abont
one hundred degrees. The roaring noise of this
spring can be easily heard one-fourth of a mile.
At a distance of seven or eight miles from this,at the base of a mountain, on the right hand of
the Oregon road, (the Salt Lake and California
route having diverged to the left,) is situated
what is called the " Beer Spring." A basin or
incrustation is formed around this spring, largeenough to hold several thousand gallons ofclear,cool, and, to some palates, delicious tasted water,Of 1 may call it water.) It has the acid, the
sweet, the soda, and perhaps maay other substances,making a world's wonder, as it probablywill be, some day, a world's wateringplace.

I think it probable that there is not snch anothercluster of springs in America, and perhapsnot in the world. And yet, the number and
variety of these springs has never been ascer-

tained, as there has been no minute or critical
examination made of them.

Let us, in our imagination, take a view of
tfri« place twenty-five years hence. The great 8

Central Pacific Railroad, catting through the f
Rocky Mountains at the South Pass, ana connectingthe Pacific coast with the Atlantic
shores, will stretch itself beside these springs.
a great city will surround them, teeming with
inhabitants and visiters from every part of the
civilised world. It will be the watering place
of America, and perhaps of Christendom. What
fashionable resort in the States can boast the
numbers or the variety of these springs, or the
quantity of water discharged by them T What
is the Harrodsburgh or Saratoga Springs, when
compared with the Soda Springs of Bear River
valley, in Utah Territory! Again, the magnificentmountain scenery surrounding this highly
interesting spot, in connection with the pure air
and healthful breezss that ever fian those romanticregions, all conspire to make it a place of
immense interest.
The Government ought to make a reterve of l

twenty milea square, including those trees- i
nrM of health and tttraWk ik,< -f tnn

much public or general importance to fall into
the hands of any one man, or company of spec-
ulatora. Tbia place will soon be seized upon i
by some person or persons, who will attempt to j
torn it to private instead of to public benefit.

Jakes H. D. Hendersow.

WASHINGTON, D. C. i
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Mr. Wheeler is the accredited agent for
the Era, in Cincinnati, Ohio.

THE ERA FOUE K0HTH8 FOE FIFTY CEKT8.

We have not heretofore encouraged subscriptionsto the Era for leaa than a year, but the
state of political affairs, which for the next few
months promises to be of peculiar interest to
every friend of Freedom, and the hope of
greatly enlarging the Era's circle of readers,
that the people may be prepared to vote understandinglyat the approaching fall elections for
the men who are to represent them in the next

Congress, induce us to offer the Era on the
following terms :

Ten copies Jot Jour months, beginning March
1st, Jive dollars, in advance.

ftl!. '11 -1 « * «
j. a is wui aujru an opportunity to oar menas

to give the Era a wide circulation, and aleo
enable thoee subscribers who hare been compelledto discontinue their subscriptions on accountof the M hard times," to continue at a
small advance of money.
We accompany this offer with the expression

of our earnest hope that, where it is practica.ble, subscriptions will be sent in for a year.

TUESDAY IN CONGRESS.

In the Senate, Mr. Green, of Missouri, made
a speech in favor of the Lecompton bill. Mr.
Crittenden followed in reply to Mr. Green.

In the House, Mr. Kellogg, of Illinois, conieluded an able speech against the Kansas bill,
' the House being in Committee of the Whole on

| the state of the Union. Mr. Singleton, of Mississippi,followed, upon the other side of the
i question; when he was through, Mr. Howard,
1 of Michigan, obtained the floor, and made a
' clear and logical argument against the Lecomp'

ton bill. Mr. Bennett, of Kentucky, then arrgued for an hour in favor of the passage of the
i ML

_____j THE TIME FOR ACTION APPROACHING.
' At an early hour Monday evening, the galleriesand Senate chamber and all the avennes

. leading to them were crowded to overflowing
) with persons anxious to hear the speech of Mr.

Douglae, who had the floor at seven o'clock.
5 On his appearance, a short time before the

~r ."x w* im session, he was greeted with
i loud applause. He had been suffering from

sickness, and some doubted whether he would
have strength to go through with his speech ;

' hnt Ha nfon ni«H tko fl r\nv fwA»« *>«««« «i..
vuv «iiVLU OVTCU IU ClCVCUj

speaking with great energy and effect. He
1 reviewed and vindicated his course ; denounced

the action of the Administration and its supportersin Kansas, as preventing the operation
and thwarting the purpose of the Kansas Nebraskaact; announced that he had no concessions,no explanations, no qualifications to
make; denied the dogma broached in the South,
that under the Constitution, and in virtae of it,

r! Slavery goes wherever that goes; and rebuked
the proecriptive course of the President and his
orgaBS.

Mr. Toombs replied with great warmth and
severity, charging insincerity and hypocrisy
generally npon the opponents of Leoompton.

Mr. Stuart, of Michigan, said such language
was violative of the courtesies of the Senate; bat
Mr. Toombs told him that he might go home
and sleep upon it, and if he had anything far-
ther to say, he should be happy to hear from
him. i

It is supposed that the bill will pass the Senatebj a majority of foor or fire rotes.
As to its fate in the House, it is impossible

to predict anything with certainty. Every effortwill be made to hasten action upon it, hot
the Opposition will be strong enough, we suppose,to prevent a surprise. Some members
have hardly made up their minds how they
shall rote.and so long as they continue in
suspense, the prophets might as well be silent.

movements in relation to tee slave
trade.

The announcement by the New Orleans Delta,
some time since, that the slave trade had been
revived by a portion of the South, and that a
cargo of slaves from Africa had been landed
on the Mississippi, seemed incredible. The
Delta is a Disunion paper, hates the Free
States, and takes every opportunity to insult;
so that we regarded its strange report as a
mere bravado, intexded to shock the sensibilitiesof the North. Still it would be well for the
Government to look into the matter ; for there
is no extremity to which the Disunion Party in
the South is not willing to go, for the purpose of
provoking a conflict with the free States. With
this view, we suppose, the policy of importing
negroes from the coast of Africa, to serve as

apprentices for fifteen years, has recently been
introduced into the Louisiana Legislature. It
cannot be that the majority of the people of
that State favor the increase of a free colored
population: their policy is to check its growth,
and drive out emancipated slaves. And yet a i
bill authorising the importation of 2,500 Afri- I
can negroes, t« be indentured for a term not r
less than fifteen years, passed one branch of t
the Legislature on the 4th of March, and may I c

yet pass the other I It is easy to see that this I
scheme of indenture is a mere pretence. Pa- »

gan negroes, brutal and ignorant, are to be i

brought from Africa by force, and when once ii
sent to the plantations cf Louisiana, and placed p
under the overseer, they will be slaves forever, d
It is only a sneaking way of perpetrating an C
infamous crime. li
The A'tfw Orleans Picayune appears to be d

startled by the movement, and remarks that M if h
it had been supposed that there was aay dan- g
ger of the State embarking in a scheme to ii
revive the slave trade by indirection, sad bring- 1<
ing into Louisiana gangs of pagan laborers, r
fresh from the bloody and barbaric wars ofthe c
African coast, there would have gone up from L
this city a protest speaking the utter repug- t
nance of five-sixths ofthe population." <j
The Disamooists, we presume, have the con- i

trol of the Legislature, and this acconnts for t
the introduction of the criminal policy. "

I
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VOL. XII.
CHEI8TIA1ITY.GOVZBHMEKT*.

A write? in the Wcttminxtcr Rtcicvo discourses
8 follows on the Christianity exhibited io the
jrevailing religions of the world :
u A distinguished foreigner, in his own conicioasnessa true Christian, whose name w?

sonld not properly here bring forward, on a resentday said, in a select circle: 'I begin »

loubt whether Christianity has a future in the
vorld.' 4 Why so?' asked one present, in sur)riseat such an angnry from anch a quarter.
Because,' he replied,4 neither in I dia. nor
America, nor anywhere at all in Europe, does
my of the Governments called 4 Chris;ian'. I
lo not say, do what is right.bat even off-c
md pretend to take the right, as understood
md discerned by itself, as the law of action.
Whatever it was once, Christianity is now in all
he great concerns of nations a mere ecr-lesiisticism,powerful for mischief, W h^-lpU .

uod useless for good. Therefor®, I beg.r t
loubt whether it has a future; f >r ii it c^aMcomeanything better than it is, it ha^ r.

ight to a iuture in God's world.'"
Enthusiastic reformers are apt to become

impatient at slow processes. They cannot
iwait the gradual correction of evil through
he almost imperceptible growth of a sound
public opinion. They forget that progress is
tedious and difficult, not because the agencies
of reform are imperfect, but because the subjectsof reform are impracticable. Truth is
powerful, but error is stubborn. Christiai iitr,
the highest and most authoritative fvrm of
Truth, cannot operate on man, as wind upn
water, or steam upon a locomotive. The inanimatemass yields to the force applied to it,
and moves as directed. Man. as a free age;
may resist all moral appliances, continue ignorant,amidst light; brutal, amidst all the humanitiesof life. Truth has no absolute power
over him.he is not a machine. The Arts an 1
Sciences exert a humanizing and elevating in-
fluence on mankind; the education of tbe
masses promotes their comfort, their well doing
and well-being. Shall we dispense wiih theee
agents, becaase human nature still remaii.9
perverse, human institutions are imperfect,
human Governments too often regarding of
the law of right? Shall we say that they "have
have no future," that they have M no right to a

future in God's world," because they are no

better than they are,' because they are not bo

fruitful of good as we could wish them to be?
Christianity is belief in God, and in Jesus

whom He has sent, and conformity in heart
and life to the precepts of Jesus. If its reformatoryefforts have not been felt in all the world,
it is because it has not been proclaimed in all
the world.and whose fault is that ? It its reformatoryinfluence, where it has been proclaimed,is limited, whose the fault? Is Truth
to be blamed because men disbelieve it, or refaseto conform their s^tion to it ? You might
as well blame God for having so constituted
man that he can resist the Truth. That is a

strange philosophy which declares that a pure
system of fstith and practice has *' no right to a

future in God's world," because all men wilt not

embrace it and live up to it. The " distinguishedforeigner" quoted by the Ittricir,
would have Christianity substituted by gome

agency, which, acting by an irresistible power,
would compel individuals aud governments to

think and feel and act precisely in obedience to

its mandates. Had God intended to govern the
world in this way, He would nA have made
man a free agent.iu other words, He would
have created no being in the image of Himself.

It is not worth while to grow impatient, to exaggeratethe prevalence of evil, cr deprec iat*th;
working of good. Of nearly si* thousand yea:
daring which, according to the popular idea,
the human race has occupied the earth, Cnri;
t auity La^sa n Icoa peri'jd if". V.a

two thousand, and, so far as we can see, i destinedto operate for an indefinite period to com
He mast have read History to little purpcot:
who denies or questions the incalculable progressthus far of mankind under its
the elevation of the matses, the disappearance
of barbarous customs, the increase of com *ort.
intelligence, refinement, the growth of humar.
sentiments, the establishment of Justice us the
foundation of International Law, the developmentand recognition of Human Brotherhood
as the characteristic Element of Modern Civiu
zation.
We can detect no indications of wanin

strength in this great agency. All other fo-ms
of religion are becoming lifeless, powerless lor

proselytism, or dying out in ulheism. Christianityalone has life and aggressive energy. The
nations which recognise it rule the world, and
are marching on to possess it. The civilizuio;
to which it has given birth and form is irreM ible,and ita domination in every part of th*>
earth is only a question of time. Govern me
acknowledge its maxim?, and act upon ttujustso far as their subjects are christianized,
and can make their nnininn* f«l» in

>f State. So far from the proposition b» ;!v
tree that they not ouly do not do what
right, bat do not " even effect and pretend to
lake the right, as understood and discernei bv
Lhemselvee as the law of action," the revere is
true. The Governments of Christendom, under
the influence to a greater or lees exient PublicSentiment, often do Right, prefer to do
Sight, other things being equal; and rarely, if
aver, engage in any action which they will 11
mit to be wrong. In fact, the first effort of a

responsible, respectable Government is, to prove
that its policy is right.it claims " to take the
Right, as understood and discerned by itself,
as the law of action." In all controversies betweenChristian Governments, their appeal is to
International Law, the basis of which is the
Law of Right, or the Principle, "Whatsoever
je would that men should do you, do likewise
to them." In ancient ware, private property
was despoiled, and the vanquished were en

ilaved by the conquerors. In modern, private
jroperty is respected, and the conqueror who
vould dare to drag into captivity the People o:
.he vanquished nation, would be deemed a
nalefactor under the law of nations.
Modern Dations have united to pat down the
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won^ and an outrage. The English, French,
Dutch, Danish, and South American Governnents,have suppressed 81avery, because their
People believe it a violation of Right and sound
>olicy: they have taken taken the Right &s
he law of their action. The same Idea is mov
ng the Russian Government against Serfdom.
Prance and England united against Rossis,
esting their declaration of war on the aasumpioothat it was right to protect the sovereignty
f Turkey, and the independence of Western
Curope against overgrown ambition. In fact,
rhenever one Government comes into collision
vith another, the effort of each is, first to prove
taelf right, and its antagonist vrong. Kach
irofesees "to take the Right, as understood and
iscerned by itself, as the law of its action.'' A
Government that should do otherwise, would be
x>ked upon with suspicion as atheistical and
angerons. Yoa may say that Ae profession is
ollow.but the assumption of the "distinuisbedforeigner " is, that even the profession
s not set up.an assumption notoriously groundess.Whatever the inconsistencies and hypocitiesof Christian Governments, they pay so

auch homage to Christianity, as to profess, and
abor to prove, when questioned, that their acionis regulated by the law of Right. "The
liatinguished foreigner" must have been thinkngof the middle or dark ages. Then it was,
hat Christianity came nearest to being a

mere ecclesiasticism," and, while seeming, by


